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REMAKKS 

Claim 6 is rewriltcn in independent form with all the limitations of the original claim 1 and 
orisinal claim 6. 

Tlic lixaminor objected to the title of the invention. 

Tho Examiner rejected claims 1-6, 8-14 and 16-20 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as allegedly 
being clearly anticipated by Schom (US Patent No, 6,278,334). 

The Examiner rejected claims 7 and 1 5 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Schoni in view of Abe et al 

Applicants respectfully traverse the §102 and §103 rejections with the following arguments. 
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35 U,S,C. S102fb) 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-6, 8-1 4 atid 16-20 under 35 U-S.C. §102(b) as allegedly 
being clearly anlicipalcd by Schom (US Patent No. 6,278,334). 

Applicants respectfully contend that Schom docs not anticipate claim 1, because Schom 
docs not teach each and cvciy feature of claim 1. For example, Schom docs not teach *'the second 
resistdnco adjusting circuit comprises an n-channel transistor" of claim 1 (bold emphasis added). 
More specifically, Schorn only teaches that the second resistance adjusting circuit (upper transisJor 
of 48 in FIG. 4) is a p-channcl transistor. In contrast, in claim 1, the second resistance adjusting 
circuit comprises an n-channcl transistor. Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants 
respectfully maintain that Schom does not anticipate claim 1 , and that claim 1 is in condition for 
allowance* 

Since claim 2 depends from claim 1, which is not anticipated by Schorn as argued above, 
Applicants contend that claim 2 is likewise in condition for allowance. 

Moreover, Schorn does not teach •the first resistance adjusting circuit electrically couples 
the first switch circuit to the output node" of claim 2. More specifically, Schom, in FIG. 4, teaches 
tliat the first switch circuit (tlie upper transistor of circuit 46) electrically couples the first resistance 
adjusting circuit (the lower transistor of circuit 46) to the output node OUT. In contrast, in claim 2, 
the fii-st resistance adjusting circuit electrically couples the furst switch circuit to the output node. 
Based oji the preceding arguments. Applicants respectfully maintain that Schom does not anticipate 
claim 2, 

In addition, Schorn docs not teach "the second resistance adjusting circuit cleclricaUy 
couples the second switch circuit to the output node" of claim 2. More specifically, Schom, in 
FIG. 4, teaches that the second switch circuit (the lower transistor of circuit 48) electrically couples 
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the second resistance adjusting circuit (the upper transistor of circuit 48) to the output node OUT. 
[n contrast, in claim 2, the second resistance adjusting circuit electrically couples the second switch 
circuit to the output node. Based on tlie preceding arguments, Applicants respectfully maintain that 
Schon) docs not anticipate claim 2, and that claim 2 is in condition for allowance. 

Since claims 3-5 depend from claim 1, which is not anUcipatcd by Schoni as argued above, 
Applicants contend that claims 3-5 are likewise in condition for allowance. 

Claim 6 is rewritten in Independent form with all the limitations of the original claim 1 and 
original claim 6. Schorn docs not teach the feature 'the inverting circuit comprises a CMOS 
inverter" of claim 6 (bold emphasis added). More specifically. Schoro, from FIG. 2 to FIG. 4, 
only teaches that the oscillator delay stage circuit comprises the inverting circuit 16 (FIG. 2) or the 
inverting circuit 44 (FIG. 4) without saying further detail about tliese inverting circuits 16 and 44. 
In particular, Schom does not teach the inverting circuit comprises a CMOS inverter as claimed in 
claim 6 (bold emphasis added). Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants respectfully 
maintain that Schom docs not anticipate claim 6, and that claim 6 is in condition for allowance. 

Since claim 8 depends from claim 1 , which is not anticipated by Schom as argued above. 
Applicants contend that claim 8 is likewise In condition for allowance. 

The Examiner rejected claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as allegedly being clearly 
anticipated by Schom (US Patent No. 6,278,334). 

Applicants respectfully contend that Schorn does not anticipate claim 9, because Schom 
docs not teach each and every feature of claim 9. For example, Schom docs not leach "the first 
resistance adjusting circuit comprises an ii-channel transistor" of claim 9 (bold emphasis added). 
More specifically, Schom only teaches that the first resistance adjusting circuit (upper transistor of 
48 in FIG. 4) is a p-channcl transistor. In contrast, in claim 9, the first resistance adjusting circuit 
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comprises an n-channel transistor. Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants respectfully 
maintain that ScJiom docs not anticipate claim 9, and that claim 9 is in condition for allowance. 

Moreover, Schorn docs not teach "tlic first resistance adjusting circuit electrically couples 
the first switch circuit to the output node*' of claim 9. More specifically, Schom, in FIG. 4, teaches 
that Uie first switch circuit (the lower transistor of circuit 48) electrically couples tlic fu:st resistance 
adjusting circuit (the upper transistor of circuit 48) to tlie output node OUT. In contrast, in claim 9. 
the llrst rcsisianco adjusting circuit electrically couples the first switch circuit to the output node. 
Based on the preceding arguments. Applicants respectfully maintain that Schom docs not anticipate 
claim 9, and lliat claim 9 is in condition for allowance. 

Since claims 1 0-12 depend from claim 9, which is not anticipated by Schom as argued 
above, Applicants contend that claims 10-12 arc likewise in condition Tor allowance. 

Since claim 14 depends from claim 9, which is not anticipated by Schorn as argued above. 
Applicants contend that claim 14 is likewise in condition for allowance. 

Moreover, Schom does not teach "The oscillator delay stage circuit of claim 1, wherein the 
inverting circuit comprises a CMOS inverter*' of claim 14 (bold emphasis added). More 
specifically, Schom, from FIG. 2 to FIG. 4, only teaches tliat the oscillator delay stage circuit 
comprises the inveiling circuit 16 (FIG, 2) or the inverting circuit 44 (FIG. 4) vrithout saying 
further detail Jibout these inverting circuits 16 and 44» In contiast. in claim 14, the inverting circuit 
is a CMOS inverter. Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants respectfully maintain that 
Schom does not anticipate claim 14, and that claim 14 is in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner rejected claim 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being clearly 
anticipated by Schorn (US Patent No. 6,278,334), 
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Applicants respectfully contend that Schom does not anticipate claim 17, because Schorn 
docs not teach each and every fcatiirc of claiin 1 7, For example, Schom docs not teach **thc 
rosislanco adjusting circuit comprises an n-chnnnel transistor" ofclaim 1 7 (bold emphasis added), 
More specifically. Schom. hi FIG. 4, only leaches lhat the resistance adjusting circuit (upper 
transistor of 48) between the output node (OUT) and the first operating voltage (Vdd) is a p- 
channcl transistor. In contrast, in claim 17» tlie resistance adjusting circuit between the output node 
and the first operating voltage comprises an n-ehanncl transistor. Based on the preceding 
arguments, Applicants respect fully maintain tliat Schom docs not anticipate claim 17, and that 
claim 17 is in condition for allowanco. 

Since claim 18 depends from claim 18, which is not anticipated by Schom as argued above, 
Applicants contend that claim 18 is likewise in condition for allowance. 

Moreover, Schom docs not teach 'the resistance adjusting circuit electrically couples the 
switch circuit to tho output nodo" ofclaim 9. More specifically, Schom, in FIG. 4, teaches lhat the 
switch circuit (the lower transistor of circuit 48) electrically couples the resistance adjusting circuit 
(Ihe upper transistor of circuit 48) to the output node OUT. In contrast, in claim 18, the resistance 
adjusting ciixuit clccti'lcally couples the switch circuit to tlic output node. Based on the preceding 
arguments, Applicants respectfully maintain that Schorn does not anticipate claim 18» and that 
claim 1 8 is in condition for allowance. 

Since claim 19 depend from claim 17, which is not anticipated by Schom as argued above. 
Applicants contend that claim 19 arc likewise in condition for allowance. 

Since claim 20 depends from claim 17, which is not anticipated by Schom as aigued above. 
Applicants contend thai claim 20 is likewise in condition for allowanco. 



12 



10/709,811 



PA(X 13f1 S ' RCVD AT 1 1/17/2005 3:53:56 PM [Eastern Standard 



NOV- 17-05 THU 04:59 PM 



FAX NO. 



P. 14 



Moreover, Schom docs not teach 'The oscillator delay stage circuit of claim 1, wherein the 
inverting circuit comprises a CMOS inverter" of claim 20 (bold emphasis added). More 
specifically, Schom, from FIQ.2 to FIG. 4, only teaches that the oscillator delay stage circuit 
comprises the inverting circuit 16 (FIG. 2) or tlie inverting circuit 44 (FIG, 4) without saying 
further detail about these uivcrting circuits 1 6 and 44, In contrast, in claim 20, tlie inverting circuit 
is a CMOS inverter, Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants respectfully maintain that 
Schom does not anticipate claim 20, and that claim 20 is in condition for allowance. 
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CONCLUSION 



Based on the preceding argumCTits, Applicants respectfully believe tliat all pending claims 
and the entire application meet the acceptance criteria for allowance and therefore request 
favorable action. If the Examiner believes that anything furtlier would be helpful to place the 
application in better coudilion for allowance, Applicants invites the Examiner to contact 
Applicants;' representative at the telephone niunber listed below. The Director is hereby authorized 
to charge and/or credit Deposit Account 09-0456. 





Khoi D, Nguyen ^ 
Registration No, 47,820 



Schniciscr, Olsen & Watts 
3 Lear Jet Lane, Suite 201 
Latham, New York 12110 
(518) 220-IS50 
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